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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06 June 2007 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to amendments to application No. 
10/708,868 filed June 6, 2007. Claims 1, 3-10, 12 and 13 are currently 
pending and have been examined. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 1, 3-9 allowed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 
383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a 
background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are 
summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims 
at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application 
indicating obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 10, 12-13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Findlay in view of Ohuchi (4,903,012). 

Apropos claim 10, Findlay teaches: 

A method for calibrating coordinate values (calibration routine Col 5 line 24) 
generated by a touch panel, comprising: 

(a) utilizing a plurality of predetermined coordinate values (marks 260 
and 270, Fig 2 predetermined to be top left and bottom right Col 5 lines 37) 
by means of the on-screen display (OSD) to control a screen to display a 
plurality of test marks, 

(b) generating a plurality of test coordinate values according to 
positions at which a touch panel is triggered (Col 5 lines 38-42); 

(c) calibrating the coordinate values of sensing signals generated by 
triggering the touch panel according to the predetermined coordinate values 
and the test coordinate values (Col 5 lines 45-55). 

However, Findlay fails to explicitly teach: 

receiving video drive signals corresponding to a predetermined image 
and controlling the video drive signals to overlay the test patterns on the 
predetermined image; 
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In the same field of calibrating touch panels over displays, Ohuchi 
teaches displaying a test cursor to calibrate the touch panel, the test cursor 
being superimposed on the image data being displayed (Col 5 lines 63-68). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have the test marks as taught by Findlay to 
be superimposed upon the image as taught by Ohuchi in order to allow 
viewing of the information being displayed while calibration is in process. 

Apropos claim 12, Findlay teaches: 

The method of claim 10, wherein Step (c) utilizes the interpolation method 
(Col 5 lines 50-55)to calibrate the coordinate values generated by triggering 
the touch panel. 

Apropos claim 13, Findlay teaches: 

The method of claim 10, wherein Step (a) further comprises a step of 
receiving video drive signals corresponding to a predetermined image in 
order to determine the resolution of the screen, and controlling the 
predetermined coordinate values according to the resolution of the screen 
(Col 4 lines 23-26). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Randal L. Willis whose telephone 
number is (571) 270-1461. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday to Friday from 7:30am to 5:00pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Amr Awad can be reached on (571) 272-7764. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 



AMR A. AWAD 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMI 




